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education programs, corporations, faculty, and
students. The nation owes a great debt to
AADS for its unwavering commitment to excel-
lence in dental education.

AADS works to promote the value and im-
prove the quality of dental education, and to
expand and strengthen the role of dentistry
among other health professions in academia
and society. There is currently more focus
than ever on oral health and I hope the nation
will understand that oral health is a part of
total health.

AADS is dedicated to assisting its member-
ship in providing service to patients of limited
means and quality education of future practi-
tioners. Dental schools and programs play a
major role in access to oral health care, reach-
ing many underserved low-income popu-
lations, including individuals covered by Med-
icaid and the State Children’s Health Insur-
ance Program (CHIP). AADS members play a
critical role in meeting the oral health needs of
the nation. It is with great pride that I honor
my distinguished colleagues of the dental pro-
fession.

Mr. Speaker, I honor the American Associa-
tion of Dental Schools for being the leader in
dental education. I urge my colleagues to join
me in wishing AADS many more years of con-
tinued success.
f

THE 80TH ANNIVERSARY OF
BALTIMORE HEBREW UNIVERSITY

HON. BENJAMIN L. CARDIN
OF MARYLAND

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, March 27, 2000

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
congratulate Baltimore Hebrew University, a
valuable educational institution in my district,
on their 80th anniversary.

Following World War I, in response to a
community need for Jewish education and
teacher training, Baltimore Hebrew University
opened its doors as an institution of higher
learning devoted solely to Jewish studies.
Today, Baltimore Hebrew University has more
graduate and credit students than any other
Hebrew college in the nation. The University
has the fourth largest Master of Arts program
in Jewish Studies in the country with only Ye-
shiva University, Hebrew Union College and
the Jewish Theological Seminary having larger
programs.

In addition to teaching Jewish Studies on
their Baltimore City campus, Baltimore Hebrew
University professors provide Jewish Studies
curriculum in other Maryland colleges, includ-
ing Groucher College, Towson University, and
University of Maryland Baltimore County. Next
year, BHU professors will begin a new pro-
gram at John Hopkins University. In addition,
Baltimore Hebrew University has begun to
offer in conjunction with The Baltimore Jewish
Times courses ‘‘on line’’ to provide educational
opportunities to students in communities lack-
ing Jewish Studies programs.

Baltimore Hebrew University brings together
Jews and non-Jews of all religious back-
grounds, providing a diverse, open and com-
munity-responsive environment in which stu-
dents gain an understanding of Jewish literary
and historical tradition. Baltimore Hebrew Uni-
versity graduates making contributions in
many of my colleagues’ communities include:

Stephen Hoffman, president of the Jewish
Community Federation of Cleveland: Brain
Schreiber, Executive Director of the Jewish
Community Center of Greater Pittsburgh; Les-
ley Weiss, Association Director of the Anti-
Defamation League in Washington, D.C; Gail
Naron Chalew, editor of the Journal of Jewish
Community Service and Larry S. Moses,
President of the Wexner Foundation, to name
a few.

I ask my colleagues to join me in congratu-
lating Dr. Robert O. Freedman, president of
Baltimore Hebrew University, and the mem-
bers of the Board of Trustees and the Balti-
more Jewish community for their fortitude and
foresight in establishing and maintaining Balti-
more Hebrew University as a premier institu-
tion of higher education.
f
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The House in Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union had under
consideration the concurrent resolution
(House Concurrent Resolution 290) estab-
lishing the congressional budget for the
United States Government for fiscal year
2001, revising the congressional budget for
the United States Government for fiscal year
2000, and setting forth appropriate budgetary
levels for each of fiscal years 2002 through
2005:

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I
cannot support this resolution, for two rea-
sons. It fails to do what should be done, for
our country and for all Americans. And, it
would insist on doing what should not be done
for our economy and for future generations.

It does not extend the solvency of either So-
cial Security or Medicare, which we need to
do as the first step toward preparing those
vital programs to meet the challenges of the
years ahead when the ‘‘baby boom’’ genera-
tion retires in large numbers.

It does not properly provide for measures to
make affordable prescription drugs available to
Medicare beneficiaries and other senior citi-
zens.

It doesn’t adequately fund essential edu-
cation programs including Head Start, Pell
grants for college students, and special edu-
cation—in fact, it cuts their purchasing power.

It does not protect programs that are vital
for many working families—such as child care
subsidies, emergency heating and cooling as-
sistance, or affordable housing—or to improve
their access to health insurance. It also does
not adequately assist our communities to re-
spond to the problems of growth and sprawl
and fails to provide enough funds for saving
open space. And it does not provide enough
for veterans’ programs.

And it does not give the proper priority to re-
ducing the public debt.

But what it does do is to mortgage the fu-
ture to pay for excessive, unfocused tax cuts
that would wipe out almost all of the expected
surplus outside of Social Security.

It does cut funding for energy research and
conservation programs, even as increased
prices for gasoline and heating oil are again

showing the importance of reducing our de-
pendence on petroleum, while allowing dan-
gerous erosion of funding for many other im-
portant scientific research activities.

And it does lay down a blueprint for going
back to budget deficits.

For all these reasons—and more—we
should not make the mistake of passing this
budget plan. We can do better, and we
should.

That’s why I voted for the alternative plan
proposed by Representative JOHN SPRATT and
other Democratic members of the Budget
Committee.

The Democratic alternative would have ex-
tended the solvency of Social Security and
Medicare, while making a downpayment on a
plan to let the parents of children who are eli-
gible for Medicaid or the State Children’s
Health Insurance program gain health-care
coverage under these programs. It also would
have provided for Medicare prescription drug
coverage, beginning next year, while maintain-
ing the funds needed to crack down on Medi-
care fraud, waste, and abuse. It also would
have provided more funds for veterans pro-
grams, and would have assisted retirees and
people who lose their jobs to keep health in-
surance.

The Democratic alternative would have in-
creased funding for energy research and de-
velopment, including energy conservation and
the development of alternatives to petroleum.
And it would have provided more for science,
space, and technology programs.

It also would have provided fund to continue
assisting local school districts to hire more
teachers for overcrowded schools, would have
provided nearly $5 billion more for special
education funding, would have provided for tax
credits and funding for better school buildings.
It would have provided for increases in Pell
grants, Head Start, special education, and
other educational programs.

The Democratic alternative would fully fund
the Lands Legacy Initiative, to save endan-
gered open space and to assist our States
and local communities in acquiring parks, con-
serving wildlife habitat, and protecting sen-
sitive areas.

And while the Democratic alternative would
have provided for cutting taxes by some $200
billion over the next decade, it still would have
dedicated $364 billion over the next decade
for paying down the publicly held debt, more
than could be done under the flawed plan put
forward by the Republican leadership.

Mr. Chairman, after I compared the Repub-
lican leadership’s budget and the Democrat al-
ternative, my choice was clear. I think that
when the American people make the same
comparison, they will agree that the Repub-
lican leadership’s plan is a collection of wrong
choices for the House and for our country.
f

A PROCLAMATION RECOGNIZING
THE 35TH ANNIVERSARY OF PA-
TRICIA AND JIM GLOVER

HON. ROBERT W. NEY
OF OHIO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, March 27, 2000
Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I commend the fol-

lowing article to my colleagues:
Whereas, Patricia and Jim Glover will cel-

ebrate their 35th Anniversary today, March
27, 2000;
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Whereas, Patricia and Jim declared their

love in a ceremony before God, family and
friends in Bridgeport, Ohio;

Whereas, 2000 will mark 35 years of shar-
ing, loving, working together and raising a
family of two children;

Whereas, may Patricia and Jim be blessed
with all the happiness and love that two can
share and may their love grow with each
passing year;

THEREFORE: Mr. Speaker, I am pleased
to congratulate the Glovers’ on their 35th
anniversary. I ask that my colleagues join
me in wishing this special couple many more
years of happiness together.

f
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Thursday, March 23, 2000

The House in Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union had under
consideration the concurrent resolution
(House Concurrent Resolution 290) estab-
lishing the congressional budget for the
United States Government for fiscal year
2001, revising the congressional budget for
the United States Government for fiscal year
2000, and setting forth appropriate budgetary
levels for each of fiscal years 2002 through
2005:

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Chairman, I rise in support
of a fiscally responsible federal budget.

I have been very consistent in what I be-
lieve we should be doing with our federal
budget and projected surplus.

First, we need to pay down the $3.7 trillion
national debt. Last year, we paid $230 billion
in interest on the debt—that’s almost the size
of the Defense budget. Families use times of
plenty to pay off debt first—the government
should as well. We owe it to our children to
get rid of this burden.

We must shore up Social Security and mod-
ernize Medicare. Social Security faces a huge
challenge with the coming retirement of baby
boomers and we must prepare for that now.
Providing prescription drug coverage, and in-
creasing payments to Medicare HMO’s and
hospitals will ensure that central coast seniors
have the quality health care they deserve.

We must also make critical investments in
education, health care, defense, and veteran’s
programs. Schools on the central coast are
overcrowded, putting an extra burden on our
teachers and potentially shortchanging our
kids. Millions of Americans lack health insur-
ance and this adds to overall health care costs
and human misery. Our troops are stretched
too thin and we have neglected our veterans’
needs for far too long.

And, of course, we must enact some com-
monsense tax reform. Fixing the marriage
penalty, ending the Social Security earnings
limit, lifting the estate tax burden from small
businesses and family farms—these are all re-
forms we can accomplish this year.

To meet these goals I will be supporting the
alternative budget presented by Mr. SPRATT.
While it does not fully reflect all my goals, it
comes closest. And it clearly is superior to the
leadership plan.

This mainstream budget puts $364 billion of
the non-Social Security surplus toward paying

down the debt. The leadership bill puts none
of the non-Social Security surplus into debt re-
duction and may even begin spending the So-
cial Security surplus once again. The main-
stream proposal will extend Medicare and So-
cial Security solvency by at least 10 and 15
years, respectively. The leadership bill does
not provide the necessary safety net for the
future generations of seniors.

The budget I support provides for prescrip-
tion drug coverage for all our seniors. The
leadership bill is silent on who is covered. The
Spratt proposal puts $1 billion more into law
enforcement than the leadership bill. And this
budget allows for responsible increases fund-
ing for education, science and medical re-
search and development to insure that we pro-
vide our kids with the all the opportunities they
deserve. The leadership proposal freezes
funding for 5 years for all higher education as-
sistance, meaning fewer Pell grants and Head
Start slots for our kids. Finally, this main-
stream budget provides for critical funding for
energy research and conservation programs.
The leadership bill, even in these times of high
gas prices, actually cuts these budgets.

Simply put, Mr. Chairman, the budget I sup-
port allows us to continue on a path of fiscal
responsibility, while continuing to meet the fu-
ture challenges that face our society.
f
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Thursday, March 23, 2000

The House in Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union had under
consideration the concurrent resolution
(House Concurrent Resolution 290) estab-
lishing the congressional budget for the
United States Government for fiscal year
2001, revising the congressional budget for
the United States Government for fiscal year
2000, and setting forth appropriate budg-
etary, levels; for each of fiscal years 2002
through 2005:

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Chairman, I applaud
my colleagues on the House Budget Com-
mittee for their hard work in crafting a fiscal
year 2001 budget which all Americans can
embrace today. Chairman KASICH has shown
vision and leadership in guiding the Congress
out of the Democrat-led forty year period of
budget deficits and into the Republican era of
budget surpluses.

I also would like to give credit to Chairman
KASICH for his efforts to publish a summary of
where the federal government stands now on
combating government waste, fraud, abuse
and mismanagement. Sadly, this document
(Reviving The Reform Agenda) shows how
much reform is still needed in agencies and
programs throughout the federal government
from the Internal Revenue Service (IRS) to
various federal housing programs. As a small
businessman, I was appalled to read that the
most recent audits (fiscal year 1998) showed
six major agencies could not provide financial
statements that reliably account for the hun-
dreds of billions of dollars they spent. Put an-
other way, these agencies failed to produce
the kinds of financial records that the govern-
ment requires of every private-sector company

that trades its stock publicly. The Budget
Committee majority staff point out that the
General Accounting Office (GAO) and the in-
spectors general (IG) of the various agencies
believe taxpayers’ hard-earned dollars have
been wasted and, as a result, beneficiaries of
too many federal programs have been de-
prived of the funding which Congress intended
them to receive.

I believe it is important to point to Reviving
The Reform Agenda in defense of Repub-
licans’ successful push last year for a 0.38
percent across-the-board cut in the fiscal year
2000 spending bills. And, today, as our col-
leagues across the aisle criticize the fiscal
year 2001 Republican budget which will keep
spending to about half the rate of inflation, we
need to highlight the fact that government
waste, fraud, abuse and mismanagement still
exists. Why should we ask our constituents to
support the Clinton-Gore administration budget
which calls for spending $1.3 trillion on bigger
government over the next decade when we
are having a hard time managing effectively
current programs and spending levels?

It is important to note that the fiscal year
2001 Republican budget proposal keeps a lid
on runaway federal spending while devoting
the entire Social Security surplus, totaling
$166 billion in fiscal year 2001, to a lock box
to prevent it from being used to finance other
government programs. And, it proposes a $40
billion reserve fund to be used to reform Medi-
care and provide prescription drug coverage
for Medicare beneficiaries who need it.

In addition, the Republican budget proposal
contains $150 billion in tax relief over five
years, including the elimination of the marriage
penalty. It also contains tax relief for small
businesses, phases out the estate of ‘‘death’’
tax, establishes tax incentives for educational
assistance and tax relief associated with pend-
ing health care reform legislation.

Finally, I am pleased to report that the Re-
publican budget increases spending for edu-
cation, national defense, transportation and
veterans programs. In response to many of
my constituents; concerns, it also decreases
foreign aid expenditures. I believe this budget
does it all. I hope my Republican colleagues
will continue to spearhead a campaign of re-
form, beginning with the adoption of the fis-
cally responsible Republican budget.
f

SENATE COMMITTEE MEETINGS

Title IV of Senate Resolution 4,
agreed to by the Senate on February 4,
1977, calls for establishment of a sys-
tem for a computerized schedule of all
meetings and hearings of Senate com-
mittees, subcommittees, joint commit-
tees, and committees of conference.
This title requires all such committees
to notify the Office of the Senate Daily
Digest—designated by the Rules com-
mittee—of the time, place, and purpose
of the meetings, when scheduled, and
any cancellations or changes in the
meetings as they occur.

As an additional procedure along
with the computerization of this infor-
mation, the Office of the Senate Daily
Digest will prepare this information for
printing in the Extensions of Remarks
section of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD
on Monday and Wednesday of each
week.
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